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The NASA Response to the Decadal Review
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So what is the solution

a)  Testimony to key congressional committees (much of
this has already happened)

b)  University (and other non-governmental) interaction with
federal affairs offices/representatives
--  Most university researchers don’t know these people

--  Need to convey information in a concise “USA Today” form

c)  Proposed statement from AGU (discussions underway)

d)  White paper or other response (including position
statement) from this meeting

e)  Concerted action among key universities – possible
meeting with congressional staff











AGU position statement on NASA earth and
space sciences (May 2005)

“AGU calls for the U.S. Administration, Congress, and NASA to
continue their commitment to innovative Earth and space science
programs. This commitment has placed the U.S. in an international
leadership position .. it is, however, threatened by financial demands
placed on NASA by … the space shuttle, space station, and the
Moon-Mars initiative.

… Earth and space sciences have become a lower priority at NASA.
NASA's proposed 2006 budget reduces science research by $1.2
billion over the next five years …  These cuts will decimate effective
programs …. These losses will degrade our weather forecasting,
search and rescue, and life and property protection capabilities …

NASA is being asked to do more than it can with the resources
provided. Shifting financial resources from science threatens vital
investments and capabilities …. AGU asks the U.S. Administration,
Congress, and NASA to renew their commitment to Earth and space
science research.”


